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that it dare not in fact override them on any
fundamental question. When the South African
Parliament forbade the admission of Indians to
the Transvaal, Great Britain felt that a grave
injustice had been inflicted on a meritorious section
of its subjects; but Great Britain did not dare,
despite the theoretical sovereignty of its legis-
lature, to repair the injustice so inflicted. When
Lord Grey tried, in 1849-1850, to turn the Cape
of Good Hope into a penal colony, he was com-
pelled, despite the delegation to him of sovereign
power, to desist. Lord Brougham caused the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council to be
created the supreme tribunal in ecclesiastical
cases; but it is notorious that churchmen have
refused to accept its decisions as binding in
spiritual matters. Sir James Graham, in 1843,
took the legally admirable ground that if the
courts upheld the right of lay entry into patronage
in the Scottish Church he must uphold their
decision in Parliament; but that legal rectitude
did not prevent Dr. Chalmers and Ms colleagues
disrupting the Church to emphasise their dissent.
In a more recent time, when the Welsh miners
struck in complete defiance of the provisions of
the Munitions Act, it was found simply impossible
to enforce its penalties. The American Revolution
was, on the English side, an experiment in applied
Austinianism. It is surely obvious that a sover-
eignty so abstract is practically without utility.
The second method of approach is more con-